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to be preserved, it degraded itself and acted unjustly. It
was extremely possible that the right hon. manager
[Burke] thought what he said was relevant, but his
explanation did not satisfy the speaker; on the contrary,
it convinced him that the original evidence was not
cognizable in a court of justice. Minutes of Counsel, he
was told, would be read as evidence. They certainly were
not evidence, nor could they be admitted as such. The
question now was, not what the House could do, but
whether the House should take the Petition into considera-
tion at all. In his opinion their duty was to examine
whether the allegations were founded; and if so, to ascer-
tain afterwards what was to be done to afford the petitioner
adequate redress; if they should turn out to be ill-founded
to consider what censure ought to be passed on the Petition
and the party who presented it."
The following year Mitford again fell foul of Burke on
another issue of the same subject. Burke's motion "that
the House should resolve itself into a Committee of the
whole House to take into consideration the state in which
the impeachment of Warren Hastings Esqre was left at
the dissolution of the last Parliament" found Mitford
one with a solid group of eminent lawyers against the
combined opposition of Burke, Pitt, Fox, Grey, Sheridan
and others, in contending that the House, once dissolved,
had no power to revive the impeachment. The King
humorously remarked that when Pitt, and Fox took the
same view of a question and voted together they were
sure to be wrong. After much talk and various divisions,
the original motion was carried and the House of Lords
was informed that the Commons would proceed upon the
impeachment.
The following July Mitford became a King's Counsel
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